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AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE 

CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF: OCTOBER 18, 2006 

DEPARTMENT: CITY ATTORNEY 

DIRECTOR:  BRADFORD R. JERBIC Consent    Discussion 

 

SUBJECT: 

RECOMMENDING COMMITTEE: BILL ELIGIBLE FOR ADOPTION AT THIS MEETING: 

 

Bill No. 2006-55 – Annexation No. ANX-15018 – Property location:  On the northwest corner of 

Craig Road and Tenaya Way; Petitioned by:  Clayton Family Trust; Acreage:  1.39 acres; Zoned:  

R-E (County zoning), R-E (City equivalent).  Sponsored by:  Councilman Larry Brown 

 

Fiscal Impact 

    No Impact  Augmentation Required 

    Budget Funds Available Dept./Division:       

   Amount:       

Funding Source:       

 

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND: 

The proposed ordinance annexes certain real property generally located on the northwest corner 

of Craig Road and Tenaya Way.  The annexation is at the request of the property owner.  The 

annexation process has now been completed in accordance with the NRS and the final date of 

annexation (October 26, 2006) is set by this ordinance. 

 

RECOMMENDATION: 

ADOPTION at 10/18/2006 City Council meeting pursuant to the 10/3/2006 Recommending 

Committee. 

 

First Reading – 9/20/2006; First Publication – 10/6/2006 

 

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION: 
1.  Bill No. 2006-55 

2.  Location Map 
 

Motion made by LOIS TARKANIAN to Approve  
 

Passed For:  7; Against: 0; Abstain: 0; Did Not Vote: 0; Excused: 0 

LOIS TARKANIAN, LAWRENCE WEEKLY, LARRY BROWN, OSCAR B. GOODMAN, 

GARY REESE, STEVE WOLFSON, STEVEN D. ROSS; (Against-None); (Abstain-None); 

(Did Not Vote-None); (Excused-None) 
 

Minutes: 

Second Reading and bill adopted as recommended as Ordinance No. 5862. Clerk to proceed with 

second publication.  
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COUNCILMAN BROWN stated that some infill petitions for annexations are requested to list 

the potential use, which was not included as part of the backup documentation. Therefore, he 

requested the applicant receive a letter from the City that approval of this annexation does not 

entitle he/she to any commercial designation. 


